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fam : ftftsft ch3H<4«&dl % ft %5*nWT ^ 3Wm\ ft mic*uM 

^trif^t^T;^p5v3Tm 


14/35/2002-^1'^!.— ^Hl^Joch 1975 cTSTT (qifef TOjft ftt 

W^H, ^oc5 c^T eilcbcH ^ ftWT OTT dcf 1995 ftt 

ft Wl 

cf>: Vlfsbin 

1. #R-np<f> ftffti? (ftftteft ftfftftm 1995 c^TT (qifer cR^ftt ftt 

W, OT W ?Jec U cfrT 3TTc5cR ^4 ftil£U| ^ dcT tfteftm) Rmic^t, 1995 ft 

SF^TTC fto efftfk ftfftWtf ?f2TT ffto, 4 PtRkl (fftft <^d<M^I!d 

mfeF>Tft w m t) ft war ^ ijiRichi ftt fftrcft ^ft ft ^cT ft ststctt ^rft ft 

fftftRm tcRHHI^'d ft TOFT cPT 3nft T T oFTRTT TRJT 2TT cT^TT ^Tc^ftft ^ftr cfRft Tft MIcHM 
"d J 11 ^ vjftf c^T 3FjftEF fftdl "O^TT 2JT I 
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2. ^llRlcfr l W r jJRT TOJP PpRd TITSP ^ 3TTPTT P? Rrf^ PTRlcpRt 4 ^ *JoT 

c£ 3T2Icn PFI R McTcf , #PR[c^ tRtp StRiRrIP ^ 3PTO 29 ^ TOM ^0 

2921.2901 cR 3TcFtcT cRffcRT, ^ ^ ^RT PTTORft M ^ fP 

is Rid h r, 2002 c^r pep 1 4 vdPicp> rjto wft pft f^r tot ^ rtto*, sroim R 

Mcbl^TcT f^TT TO ^TT I 

3. fo i c p 23 R4<K 2002 pft 3Tfd^Pdl TT. 14/35/2002-4)41^4) TO PlRTOft 4 PRRlcp 
^iif xtR’jtft ^tPrgf^rcr Rpp 4 to tot to mR u iih p> ^r 4 (rp) R Ri^RiRgd pt 4 pft 
4f: 

(l) fd d T TO pRT \3PdSJ TOT^ Trf TJxTdT X^lcTcft Re^cH 3IpTO p4t 3TTO y^dldeft 
^ 3PJTO R P# 41 I ^ TR4TOT4 8^4^ RTTO P# PP 4 I 

(ii) Rtotp gftpp ^ to f^p pp pftpp Trofrof ^ #f R ftfrp pp tot ^ rttst pp| 
Trap ppjp p 41 f^rr to pt i PmUicp 4 tot to 4)pR ^tr p4 pR^p £ckhhi$p pp 

Rnfc fcf^TT t I 3 TFt PP PTP fcpZE TOT t Rfr W fcP? feft pftpd #fR P> feTP 
f^t pRPd TP PPR 4 t I 

(iii) pRpftp ^xPTT, 3Ffm%T TTRM PT PTP P# ®ft 1 . 

(iv) RfPTTO ^HlcJefl pT TO (pr) PT 3Tcr4eT PTTOI RJPPT Wt P^l PPlf P4t sft I 

(v) tRcj tor ^ Rrpft 4 ttpRip pp^ rj^ptt p# sft (mRRpp i) I ^rrfePT ^Rr^Rt 4 4te 
f^ijT fcp 4 tRr| ^NR 4 TTTPRI ?JeP TOft cj^ 7JPPT PPT TOT P# I 

(vi) PiteRt 4 3TFT Rr ferr 3i^T p4t ^n, wRcf top, ^topt psp R# p? 
( P' RR t 1 ^ 7 cp oTpRTR) Rt R^TETT 'PPeRT p4t 4 !ift ^ I y^MNcfi vjclP R Tprf (W) 
c^ 3TTOf PPft Tpft R^PfT/3T|cp% TORI P^t tjtt ^ | 


[wn—T&ts i] 
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(vii) MPPl^ 8 (HTR?T Pt fR PratP cfft PhcP efFTcf cRTT 'SH'P RTTH) ^ H>tP Hid Pt wfa 
fcfHf RHHH c?ft Hp HTHT, \3 M P Pi d I cTSTT 3TPPHH ^H eTHT HHT f5cf cTTHH cj^t 

PPlfP<± Hp fpRT HHT HT I 

(viii) yiHraP P hpt (nr) P erser srPre: PtPrw (hfhs. ht^h> rjhht mRPi^ 5 3 PratPer 

HTR>H 3) HHT eftRp pH RTpfr Ptt RJHHT H^f P HP P I HTTH 3THpT HHT top P Hp P 
RTHkT cTTH, PPt eTHT TTCTTRTH cT^TT 3PH d I Heft RH PcRT cTTH RtPft spRt P PpRR Pt HSltP 
Hlet HJTHTR cTHT cTR HHT flPr eiP HHT HcTHHH Pt HprHT v3Md<H H# HRlt Ht P | 

4. RTTHRT TJeH HR W? P HTprnPt P HTRPlHT Wm mRu|]H p % 1 (i) P PtH fpHT % 

RpR£ PfPt RTHP M^HIcJcfl P WRiPlH? PPPltP P Po PRT PfpHKT Po 3 TRT ^xRT H^t 

p Hp t i PPt HR 3TTHp HHT RJHHT RRfH H# Pt HP t ^RTpTR MIcHM 

PraHTHoft P 3 PJREJ 1 p hh Pran 2(i) cTSTT (ii) P rtth h1%h hirf 9 ht (i) (c) (?r) P HTtPer 
HTHHlPt P 3TfRfTR RTRFH ^JeH HR PpRH Hp fpHT RTT RTHxTT I s?H hRRPcIP' 4 HTtsWlx!) 
PynH 6(8) P 3T^TTR ,, v3HcRET H^P'P 3TTHTR HR RTTHRT RHH HR PraTRH HRp P feTR 4T&H fR 
i 

5 . Prater PPth P rthh P htPthtP P Ph fPnr fP Po Pht PPiH>eH, Pth itrt htht Pt 
hP Prater PPth HRerrPP rttsP strt rthPth hP aft hht rtth p Pt Prater PPth P hiht fpR 

HR RIHTHtHRf ^ ROT P Pt 3TJ“t Hp H# ^tt I HraiP, HIRpHT RffH hPhTH c^ HHtHRT§t RIHT 

hP H^t Prater ntPrer nrt Po Pht c^P -c ^rt ^rt HRerPrafr Rnara ^ rtrtthh ersrr TTR^eflHRra ^ 

3T#H R^tcfHR HR PTHT HHT STT I 

6. HTPrarPt htri PntPer PraT hht hthh hiPh Prater PPrer hh 67.75 nfcRTer sjt i 

7. Prfe HTprantt P 3rPRJHHT RT. 14/35/2002 -#vSr^1 ^TRT PhIht 23 pRTHR, 2002 
cp HTRPfHT Hftra HPraiH dPt 1%R PlRpT HTHHRT^t Pt RTpT HP HTHH ^ HTpFT P" HRTHR 
3T9THT ^RpT HHT, PPT Hp cTHTHT RTR eft H^TTH Hp ft Pt HRHTf Pt, ePTTR Rp Pt 

PthhP?t H>t nPt sft i ra^ HRenPer Pfrar hht raT Pr tRTH P RR P arranr hbt P Ph1P4 
^cktih i ^h hr stPpt Pertera h PP h?T f^rPr P Phi^oHt ^Pht arPPraH P RftHTRjcnr ^hPP 
Rfo 2921.2901 P cT?H P 1 ^ RRHHR gTRI SrpRjraHT RTp IpR Hfp pt enpRR P SRpTH 
HIRRprP raRHe cFFTHT RTTR I 

PfHHPra fpHT HHT HT^HRtP ^cH> pFHTfRfTR HT-- 
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rtRt 

(SFtM! ^TcR/^t.^r) 

^ld 

(cb) 4o RfdT Rich CRT 

122.53 


(^f) 3TRT RRft v3cET^7RRlid4> 

122.53 


8 . ERto rri tRrtr $ wcim mfsRbrft ^ f^rt^ 9 sprit 2003 ct tjcf? 

^Tcpf cfft sfr 1 4H, Pltdcb 4 ^ ^RTRTT SIT % E? ftiwra e ft ^ RRFT 15 cfr 

3FJFR Tpb cf^TcT RRtfr Wf-W ^ cbt ^ESjcb 2F | 

9. PlR^d ETRRfRft ^ TR? t^cf? STptrfvjRT foRFT Rptdcb ^ RTRRRfRI TRrRT cfr 

dfdfdRr wlR^IcT £ I ^3RcT tdc5 fed id? 19 SFRRT, 2003 ^ STRTtf^ET ^ Rjiridd? 

RE ESIT gdldKH t dVl vd'M'R^Tcf ^ I \3<K1 4cjc^/^cj]| cfr qRid f^iilclcj? 

fpldd cidd-E^ RTEEft 3RRITE cfc RTEE ^ SPRff cbt qls^iqi | 

10. c|x|’T^dl <fr ^1 ill Lb 3 ^ ST^ffiR, 40 f^HT cfeftcb^T ‘HT^cT 3 fMt RRfcb EFt 
SRJ E?t Rft 3TT^ RR> ^Kcfld #TT?Je^ 5bflpR ( 3TET cfft Rtft gbPJcT #Hr^ecb ctffacT *** 

3F#c^t ^RRRT EFT cf?FFT EREeS E? foTR RTsft |3TT SIT I EF c£tEE SEE ESfll ST ^RIS 
*** SEE^ ^TcR TTf^T 4t.ES S^ 3frflcf 4#TTcT sftScT EE 3 SEtRcT sft | 42RER S?t sW 4 

f^ft ^ddM cf?t 4, EtRET s4 ftilfdcb j^RT 4t s4t S?tHcr ddd^dl c£ SEJSS ?3 4 sf^IcT 

EFfeT SF 3R[EEE W^eTT ERE SIT I SEdEcg'dl Si Wdctd^d %T s4 RrHIjUK gS: t4si SET t=- 

"*Pft ^EcT SRcftS 4)dRJotb 5bfeEE, 3FT^1 <?TcR Sf4 4t SS 4 4t s4t t, fuRf IR 

# r TRJc*ft 3TST d4t fcbST SET |t SESSIgST d^dd 4 f4tt sftScT EEI^ cR^ luf# ^ 
Wdd^dl C^ Frftlcbr^ S[RT Y3tcfoR f^R RT^ c^t cll^R CRT 3TSIC1T FRcT 3 STRUCT 

fcfRJT RTR, eRRT TYRRi^ I* 

MT WT^cTT cfr TTTSI TTePR 3Td^I ftHI^HK #:- 

" cl^Hsl^dl ^ telT) 5 3T^TTR, cRRft TRT^gRT PlHfelRsId cRcTRR f^RdR cbt vJMd^T 
cfRRl ^ fcPT R^RcT %:- 

(i) RsRtR ufr g^T W^\ FTR t eft ^TcTt 3 ftBcft fcRTT# cf5t ^RRT % *** m%$\ 
^TeR ITfcT ^.cRT Tt 3T%cb ^Rq^d twrf^Td rft cbldcil ^f RF^TcT ^T RRd%cT ^IT I TRT 
Mdlddisf ^ I^tTR f^RTT RTTRIT fcfT ^SRTtef *$[ cblndl ^ RRRb 3Ff^cb°| ^TeR ^ q'Rcfdd ^ 
TEST ^cFFRTT^d c^l cf^TcT *** SRT^t ^TeR >rfcT ^t.RT ERdRd #fft (STSltcT tcRTTdl^d c£ 
ER ^SRRteT c£ *** Tft.'dE ET gw FFTT RRRTT) I tc RU R r^d cf^t c fl ' dd ) 4 
dR'Idd fcPRT^ 3TT&FR ER TTRlf^cT j ddld jet'll ^>H( h6c 1I ^d^lcicilcbd dl^, 2003 ^1 
f^RH RTRRTT Rt Slto-^d, 03 STcrf^T ^ feR TPTRft #PET I ^s^rt cjft ^Wr % qRcic^d 
STR ^1 STT^ RRT- RcT 3TY STR ^ RlfedRsjd fcRT^t ^RFT 3ffRTcT cj^deft STTSTR ER FTdT 

RERIT ^RTT f% gf^RIT ^TR c^ f^TR TRIERI t I ^Rf tfRR c^ TRflRRT^ fcPTT^t cR 3T^ 

R'dRRI'-'RlR r ST^cT-dd, gdl^-RTciq^ 3TTgaR-Rd'q^ ^TdT I 










[HFTI—'SRSl] 
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(ii) pr^cF) fcFu^t g* orr #r $ ggcT gg> mRRi^ (g>) tfT gr&ggft g>r 

f%gT RRRT I Wf§cR T £TRT (i) *T vifc^Rdd dRI^dl ^ RTO *[oT dRI^d |cPnr4t ^rgr ^ 
fct^TPT c^t 3T#^7T f^TT vjTIW I 

(iii) ddd4<gdl cfr 4 XTcf> WR g> STcRfa gTt P l Hfelfeid g7T m 

3R}f^T fcm umrJTT: 

RRtd grftgg^, cilPlv^ W 
^rm *?gg,gf gra 

qRRlR-g g> 3TcRtcT 3ffc gggg^TT g> gRftlRi 6 g> 3T^TR Rrgfag> qRRltd tj if ZT2JT 
v3 Refold ^RT ^ ^TRf gR^ff g> 37c^g> RgR ^ TOT 4 3fR/3RJgT gl f& lf 5>JcP 

‘4W^ yiRicbi^ cffr vdMd^ gRT^ g^r wr f3g sjt [ arcngT, gMt wm m 
q|f&lfggg> 4t^cf? cfvT MHlPld g5RT cfr feP? W sfr- 

’ f g^ #3Tcp qigg^J wft Hl.ficbjfl, gTf^Rg WI, gRg WR gRT 7<ftg>R cfft 

Rft RhT g>ftgT<RT ctft g^R gggg^dT g> STfflR t l" 

ir Ptijldcp gRT gft Tpft gfag cirTO^cfT g> mm m Rrfe: ^ 

Pidd^cfl ^ f^R 15 cfr 3RJgR 17 RrdW, 2003 g>t srf^RjrRT ^ ggg RTgf cRt RdRd gR 
ftgT I 

73. ctfNcf gtHdcgdl cRT SFjqToTC gR% 3 SRItf ftWdT 

12. g^R cidHN^di Rife: mfaggt gRT toM Rmroft ^ ta 15 $ spjttr t^r 

gft Rft 8ft 1 dd^HK %) f^RT ^7^1 d gfo gRT TTift 3JgTR cj^ %gRRgg g? fMdf 

^ gRcT A cPt^ cRJ T^T #TT gT I TMlft, Mdcb gRT ^7T ddddcgdl ^ 

R^lfel gR^ n deeitH ^ ^TFTeT ^ ^7TT fcR SRftcR TjfRr gRRRt ^ t f Rife: 
prrfeR^ gRT ^Rf rret ^r ^r fffim; RwiRsi ^ 3RfcR m ^ rpj l 

13. RrR 15(5) Cf> 3TJRTR Ri|tdc5 gRT RFR-RFR m "v3TOT gRTf g^ft RJxRT c^t Rf^TcPT^ 

gRT RRT c£t TjTft t 3fR R^Jdcb gRT 5R^ f^ gRRM ^ gg ^RTT # fcR vJg^T 

f^TfeT TpRT 7T ggRWgci'T g5t 3TRRgcfRTR gtcft t cRfffcR RgTg g7^ g^t RrIcT Rf^gf 

rrct M ^Rtr gg <£\ g4t t gfr g^m gggg^cn 4 f^rgtRg g^R ^ gR t i 

14. 3 TT^gg^ Ao gRTf^TT c&fagRR Rg feTO, gRf A A\ g^R cjgddgdT ^ vRRER 

^ Rgg ^ f^TTR 27 3Tte ( 2004 g^T ^ 3RgJ^gg gRR f^RTT t I 
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*T. 3RfcHT vTTRJ 

15. 3TcRfH TF ffom cEPt $ fcE? 3TTTTH t fcfr $0 f^TTT 

^EO ^ RRh± STREET^ ^RT T^tcPTT T>t cRldd TFHTHHTT cET TcHTIH fcETT TTT t [ 

16 . Tjcfrarr tRter ^tReet^ ^tthRee vp Tf^nrt c£ i ■far 01 6 3 far ^ f^rRr 

cRT tifttt t Tim tf 11%: 

(cf>) ^Pf c£ ^ eft 3TTTT cT^T TT RHTffcET PPpEE \5P mR u IIhI ^ ^T 6 ^ 
\3f?clRsfd FWETIF^T <ET 4) RHT ~cft4EET cEQ fcTO FRT TRTT ^ RElfd Tj^t t4tH TH RETT 
TTT 5 Rt cf^TcT cPH^cgdl 3 HTFHcT cftrpT FT TTT t; 

fa) pefrr cfTt cjwdfcicp a# t i 

(7j) ciipito srRr ^ 3mmtr 3> tftf ^ t i 

17. STlREElft 4) RlHT cfir^che>H 40 feTO, FTCI FTP 4RET 744 PH TT eft ^ddsJNI 
^ cpft f sftH 17 Rld'eR, 2003 4 PTTT Sift?! 4 WTF 4t HF TEft f I 

18. c^tr pcFr^HI 4 \3cHPR 4 STTRicETft TF Rh47i'R?T cEHcT # f4 ftdH 4 ’Jef 
<ft 3 pprr tft 4 Rrftrfcrd fttrrej^E tft^E 3TRrf4rF 4 3 Thztht 29 sfft snf 4 4t 4o 

2921.2901 4 3Et4t 3Tlft Toft ^cKHIHI^H TH ITT 44l ft 4^T TTPETH FNT vTl4 4t Tift TTeft 
3 tR- i| 4t dftRsT 4 elcTTel 3T4TT TT -3HRl-H RldR u ! 4ft THE fftHEE 23 Rd^K, 2002 4 
tthRee ptt MRuurfr 4 ftp i i ft ttt Rfftfftr srftfcFr TrsrMt ^e efittt i 

T 3Tlft cj5t TRETT 

19. TRfipE HTlR mRuihI TTt 3 tRH]Rr TEPT ^ TIT RhRiRr fRETT 

(cE) mRHET^ TEft few FTfM FE^TcE WT mRuiihI tR ^ R^RlTT 3TTTf%TT cEHrf t 

3fR TH W 3tfcFT TTTT qRu'TlTt $ fcTTN fcETT PTTTRT I 

Rsi) rRhet^ frt RraWr , 3rrwi, ttRttftpM den spt w q-rfM 3 rr 

TT frHM PT HFT t, Eft Fd 3TRRJTHT T> TfT% fR cTT^ ^T 40 RhT 3ETY 3EPT Rn% TT 
3HFTTT TPT TEEcT t l TTtf 3PT RdejF' T TRt fH ^^TtT qRu|IHl MEH cll^dl 40 
M #dH 3 tR fcTTRT ^ 3md TEHT TEEtfr t I 

(T) EIRHeT^ HTtft ^TTfM cp>T HlfecE 3T^HTT TE 3HRR 5TTFT T^T I 

(T) TlcR HET qRoiTEt c^t TtW cET^ ^ TFef FTRlcERt 3TTTPHE cTSzjt cR pcEd E5^T i 


[*IFTI—'^^1] 


»TTT?T^nT3m : 3WI«1KU| 


7 


20. c^RR W4 ft M^MHl'4 uTTrr ftf 3T4fft 1 3ftcT, 2001 ft 30 v^T, 2002 (15 *fttft) m 
ft ft?TT % RTftftcF W4 uRoilft ft 3TPRjfftcT fft^T 44T ft I 

21. ?m ftft ft Pnqfaftf 3ft? m?cT ft 3TRT4ftf vift f?T ft4 ft ftftr ft W ft ftt fftftPcT 

fafir 3 ft? Mtgfcf ft - ?ftPlcT ^gxRT hR^cT 4>?ft eft fel^ STcFT ft ftftlftcT fft4T W ?FT ft 3jf? ?T% 
^ ft wt w ??t ft fft ft 3nrft fftnft ft Prfft^ snfimft, 41 P 134 ftwcR, mftrft 
H£iPi£$iiei4, 4ft ffteftt, 110011 eft «f cfr^ift 1 3ri ftrft ffteTO ?mr? ft 

W 4 ft ftftf^r 3mft Prft^r ftft Prftfftr ?m-ftftn ft ft?r? Prftfftr fftft 3ft? ?^Pr ft 4? 
wm ft I 

22. ^ftTPT m ft ftftftf fttft ?[44T yq^eftf qft 4? 5tfPmft ftl fclfftld ft ^JT M ftft 
Wfft WTfftj fft 4? ^?T 3Tpnj44T ftt W4>T$FI eft cTTftST ft 4Toft?T Iftf ft ftftR 5TRT ft m j 
W fft ft deft Cfm 3114 Id eft fftnftt 3TOT ft feTCIT W ??T ft. RFfft £T?T 3dcft 3TePT ft ftftfftT 
q~T ft 4T'cft?r fftftt ft ftd? ^4'd! TOpT 3ftfftrf ft ! <J>44i W ftfe fft4T wTP? fft 3ftfft?T 
?^zJ4T M'itpl eRft ftc[ \37T? ^(oolRad RT^-ftPlT 4coTft ft foT? fttft ft 3Rpftl ?ftef>T? dftt fft41 
W^TT I 

23 . ^fft Rmftft v 5 rrcr ^ ?m^ ftft^n ft ^rfor? ftft fftftfftr ?m-ftftrT ft ftft? fttft 

w? WRT 4ftf ftfeTT ft 3T2T4T fftftt ft ft ^JSPTT 3T^ft ft ft Plfftc ^^^d 

P)4HMofl ft 3RJ?TT? ftcf5Tft ?? W cfsft ft 3TT4T? ?? 3Tft ujfa ftftjJFT 4ft 4>? RTcfft ft I 

24. Pm 6(7) ft 3TJ?n? fttft fSd^ WITT? 3^4 ftcURf R^Rt 4RT 5R^cT ?fT^ ft 

31 J If Mft4 Wrfd? ftt ?uftjfPr4> 4>l$ci 47f cf>? 'dd^dl ft I 

25. fftft ftft mft ft ftft fftd4^ ^T^fW? 3j|cl$4'cP ?pT?T ftft ft 4m ft, 3T9T4T 
MR ft ^ft ftftr 3Tcffft ft ftl?r? 5f?^cT ?rftf 4m ft 3T3T4T 3ft4 ft H 6 c 4 ^ft ft mm 

^TeRTT ft ft srPmft 3rqft rtrt w^m 42 ft ft 3TT4R 4 ? srcft m ftftuftf ft ft ^ ?raft 
ft 3ft? ft^r ?t? 4R? ftf TjftfftT Iftftft 45? RRfft ft I 


ftftPm ftr^, PrP?e ftftt 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 2004 


Subject: Re-Commencement of Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of 
Hexamine from Iran on violation of Price Undertaking. 

1 4/35/2002-DGAD. — Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 and the Customs 
Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury), Rules 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1 M/s Kanoria Chemicals & Industries Ltd., Mumbai, had filed an application before the 
Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) in accordance with the 
Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995 and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995 alleging dumping of Hexamine originating in or exported from Iran 
and had requested for initiation of anti-dumping investigations and levy of anti-dumping 
duties. 

2 On the basis of sufficient evidence submitted by the petitioner the Designated Authority 
issued a public notice dated 18 th Sept., 2002 published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary 
initiating Anti Dumping Investigations concerning imports of Hexamine classified under 
customs sub heading no. 2921.2901 of Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act 
1975,originating in or exported from Iran. 

3. Vide Notification No. 14/35/2002-DGAD dated 23 rd December, 2002, the Authority notified 
the preliminary findings and noted the following in Para 4(A) of the said findings: 

(i) The information provided by the exporter was not strictly as per the questionnaire 
or in the same order as in the questionnaire. No supporting documents had been 
attached. 

(ii) No evidence has been attached to claims made with regard to the price adjustments 
claimed from the export price. The exporter has exported Unstabilised Hexamine to' 
India and to third countries. It was further noted that the selling price to India was 
lower than the selling price to third countries. 

(iii) The confidential information was not accQmpanied by a non confidential summary. 



[ < hft I—l ] 
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(iv) General information under part (A) of the exporters questionnaire had not been 
provided. 

(v) There was no information relating to sales in the home market (Appendix 1). The 
Authority noted, therefore, that there was no information and no claim with regard 
to normal value in the domestic market in Iran. 

(vi) The Authority further noted that there was no information on licensed capacity , 
installed capacity, production and sales have been provided (as per Appendix 7). 
The information/data required under part 'D' of the questionnaire response had not 
been furnished. 

(vii) In Appendix 8 (Factory Cost and Profit of Exports to India) the quantity consumed 
per unit of raw materials, utilities and overheads, the rate thereof and the total cost 
had not been specified. 

(viii) There was no information on profit determination (part T E', customer information (in 
the format set out in Appendix 5) and third country information as required under 
part 'H 1 of the questionnaire. Copies of the trading and profit and loss account and 
balance sheet for the period of investigation and previous two years showing the 
determination of gross profit, details of selling and administration and other costs 
and net profit had not been furnished. 

4. In the examination on normal value, the Authority noted in Para I (i )of the preliminary 
findings that the information in the relevant appendice of the questionnaire regarding 
domestic sales have not been submitted by M/s Sina Chemical Industries Co. Since data 
and information on domestic sales has not submitted, a determination on normal value as 
per provisions contained in Section 9A (1) (C) (I) and (ii) read with sub-rule 2 (i) and (ii) of 
Annexure 1 of the Anti-Dumping Rules cannot be made. Under the circumstances the 
Authority had been constrained to determine the normal value on the basis of ‘facts 
available’ as per Rule 6(8). 

5. As regards the export price the Authority noted that the export price claimed by M/s Sina 
Chemicals, Iran, had not been supported with documentary evidence which was also 
lacking in respect of the adjustments claimed from the export price. However, the export 
price claimed had been accepted for the purpose of the preliminary findings subject to 
verification and submission of documentary evidence by M/s Sina Chemicals. 

6. The dumping margin determined by the Authority was 67.75 % of the export price. 

7. On 23 rd December 2002, Designated Authority vide Notification No. 14/35/2002-DGAD 
issued preliminary findings, recommending the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping or less which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic 
industry. It was proposed that provisional anti-dumping duties be imposed, from the date of 
notification to be issued in that regard by the Central Government, on Hexamine 
originating in or exported from Iran, falling under customs sub-heading no. 2921.2901 of 
the Customs Tariff Act, pending final determination. The anti-dumping duty recommended 
was as follows: 
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Country 

Name of the producer/Exporter 

Amount 

OJSD/MT) 

Iran 

(a) M/s. Sina Chemicals 

122.53 


(b) All other producers/exporters 

122.53 


8. Subsequent to the preliminary findings, the Designated Authority held an oral hearing on 9 
July 2003. In the meantime, the exporter conveyed that it was willing to extend a price 
undertaking in accordance with Rule 15 of the Anti-dumping Rules. 

9. The Designated Authority held a meeting when the representatives of the exporter as also 
domestic industry were present. The said meeting was held on 19 August, 2003 which was 
attended by the exporter, the domestic industry and the Embassy of Iran. At the time of the 
said meeting/hearing, the exporter reiterated its willingness to offer a price undertaking. 

10. In accordance with paragraph 3 of the undertaking. M/s. Sina Chemical agreed not to sell 
the subject goods to any importers in India at prices lower than CIF Indian Customs 
Frontier, Basic Customs Duty Paid Price of US $ ***. This price was based on the average 
methanol price of USD *** per MT during the period of investigation. In case of any 
variation in the price of Methanol, the price was to be changed as per formula explained in 
Appendix ‘B' to the price undertaking extended by the exporter. Operative para of the 
undertaking is reproduced below:- 

“All prices are quoted in US $ per MT CIF Indian Customs Frontier, Customs Duty 
Unpaid. The selling prices in the undertaking price grid shall apply to shipments of the 
subject goods that are imported into India on or after the date of acceptance of this 
undertaking by the authority.” 

Appendix-B attached with the said undertaking read as under:- 

“In accordance with paragraph 5 of the undertaking, the Company hereby agrees to provide 
the Department with the following documents: - 

(i) Changes in the prices of Methanol, the principal raw material, by more than US $ 
*** per MT as compared to previous quarter shall be appropriately reflected in the price of 
Hexamine. For the purpose, it shall be considered that with each US $ change in the prices 
of Methanol, price of Hexamine should change by US $ *** per MT (i.e., a factor of *** 
MT Methanol per MT of Hexamine would be applied). The changes in the prices of 
Hexamine would be effected on quarterly basis. The first such revision would be done in 
the month of March, 2003 for shipments, which would be effective for the period April- 
June, 03. The change in the prices of Methanol shall be considered on the basis of average 
prices during the quarter mentioned in ICIS-LOR, as applicable for west Asia region. The 
quarter for the purpose of this agreement shall mean Jan-March, April-June, July-Sept., 
Oct.-Dec. 
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(ii) An amended Appendix "A" will also be telefaxed to the Authority before the start 
of each Quarter. The original document will be forwarded to the Department by express 
delivery in conjunction with the documents noted in section (i) above. 

(iii) These documents will be forwarded under a covering letter referring to this 
undertaking to: 


The Designated Authority, Ministry of Commerce 
Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi, India 

Vide Appendix-C and in accordance with Appendix 6 of the undertaking, the exporter 
agrred to provide to the Authority the invoice and/or the commercial invoice with respect 
to each shipment of the subject goods with the information as specified in Appendix C. In 
addition, the Company agreed to certify on each commercial invoice raised as under: - 

"This invoice is in accordance with Sina Chemicals Price Undertaking accepted by the 
Designated Authority on Anti Dumping, Ministry of Commerce, Govt, of India." 

11. On the basis of price undertaking by the exporter, Designated Authority suspended the 
investigations in terms of the provisions of Rule 15 of Anti Dumping Rules vide 
notification dated 17 th September 2003. 

B. APPARENT FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THE PRICE UNDERTAKING 

12. The Price Undertaking had been accepted by the Designated Authority in terms of Rule 15 
of Anti Dumping Rules. Accordingly no anti dumping duty was to apply in the case of 
exports of all types of Hexamine by M/s. Sina Chemical Industries Co. However, in the 
case of any violation in the execution of this undertaking by the exporter, the duties, as set 
out in the preliminary findings, would provisionally apply, pending specific 
recommendations by the Designated Authority in this regard. 

13. As per Rule 15(5), the information provided by the exporter from time to time has been 
examined by the Authority and it appears from the documents submitted by the exporter 
that the information contained therein do not fulfill the requirements of the undertaking as 
export sales of the subject goods have been made to India at prices which are below the 
minimum price stipulated in the price undertaking. 

14. The applicant M/s Kanoria Chemicals & Industries Ltd., Mumbai has also filed a 
representation dated 27 April 2004 with regard to violation of the price undertaking. 

C. PROVISIONAL MEASURES 

15. Under these circumstances, there are reasons to believe that the price undertaking accepted 
by the Designated Authority from M/s. Sina Chemical Industries Co. has been violated. 

16. In view of the foregoing, the Authority reiterates its views in Para O 16 of the preliminary 
findings and observes that: 
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(a) Hexamine described under para 6 of the preliminary findings dated originating in 
or exported from Iran has been exported to India by M/s Sina Chemicals Co. Ltd., 
at a price which is below the price agreed upon in the price undertaking; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) material injury has been caused by imports from the subject country. 

17. The Authority hereby cancels the price undertaking given by M/s. Sina Chemicals Co. Ltd., 
Iran and withdraws the suspension of investigation order dated 17 th September, 2003. 

18. In view of the violation of the price undertaking, the Authority recommends that the 
provisional anti-dumping duties as set out in para 17 of the preliminary findings dated 23 rd 
December, 2002 be re-imposed with immediate effect from the date of notification to be 
issued in this regard by the Central Government, on Hexamine originating in or exported 
from Iran, falling under Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act and ITC no. 2921.2901, 
pending final determination. 

D. FURTHER PROCEDURE 

19. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying the preliminary 
findings: 

(a) The Authority invites comments on the preliminary findings 23 rd December 2002 
from all interested parties and the same would be considered in the final findings; 

(b) Exporters, importers, petitioner and other interested parties known to be concerned 
are being addressed separately by the Authority, who may make known their views, within 
forty days of the despatch of this notification. Any other interested party may also make 
known its views within forty days from the date of publication of these findings. 

(c) The Authority would provide opportunity to all interested parties for oral 
submissions during the public hearing which would be held later as part of this 
investigation. 

(d) The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing the final findings. 

20. The period of investigation for the purpose of the present investigations is 1 st April 2001 to 
30 th June 2002 (15 months) as notified in the preliminary findings. 

21. The exporters in the subject countries and the importers in India known to be concerned are 
being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the form and- manner 
prescribed and to make their views known to the Designated Authority, Ministry of 
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Commerce, Directorate General of Anti- Dumping, Udyog Bhavan, New-Delhi -110011. 
Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation in 
the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. 

22. Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in writing so as to 
reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days from the date 
of publication of this notification. The known exporters and importers, who are being 
addressed separately, are, however, required to submit the information within forty days 
from the date of letter addressed to them separately. It may kindly be noted that no requests 
whatsoever shall be entertained for extension of the above-stated time limit for submission 
of the required information. 

23. Anti-dumping investigations being a time bound exercise, the. Designated Authority may 
record its findings on the basis of facts available on record in accordance with the Rules 
supra, if no response is received within the time stipulated or the information is incomplete 
in any respect. 

24. In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing non- 
confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

25. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary 
information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the 
Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit 

ABHUTT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
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